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Claims 1-61 are pending in 
paper, claims 1, 5, 6, 11. 13, 18. 3; 



Claims 4, 10-12, 34, an 



paragraph, as failing to comply yiih the pnablenient requirement. The applicants 

With! regard to claims 10-12 and 40-42, the 



1 ■ 

have canceled claims 4 and 3^! 



Claims 1 and 31 hak/e beJ; 



television program to be s 



1 



pecifi< 



supplemental content ." Those & 



information is not added 
interactive functions, such 
already exists at the time 



"specifically encoded into 
claimed use of closed cap 



@]01$ 



Remarks 

.( 
I 

We application. All claims stand rejected. By this 
1 35, 36, 41-43, 48. and 61 have been amended. 
Claims 3, 4, 7-10, 33, 34. and 37-4j> have been canceled. 

Claim 61 was object 3d to because of the linriitation, "comprising the contextual 

'I I 

: ' t 

information." which should havejrlead "comprising contextual infomiation." The 

' ' ' 'I 

applicants have amended claim 6r lb remove the limitation. 



( 1 • 

I40-42 ^vere rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112. first 



Examiner found the limKation JQf contextual information not being "specifically 

!{ [ |! 

encoded into the television pre i jram" ! contradicted the claimed use of closed 

Iff- i' 

captioning information In formulatii g an information request 



:ame 



'11 

intJed to. red 



recite a "method for processing user 
queries .„ without requiring exj sting cbntextual information associate with the 



lly programmed to trigger the display of particular 




tee 

jiiifi 



I 



skill inlthe art understand that closed captioning 

to a Ifelevisiph broadbast for the purpose of enabling 

j. . i ! 

queries. Moreover, closed captioning information 
asion broadcast is received by a cable or satellite 
operator. Thus, the prior recitstjon ojFj contextual information not having to be 



the teevisionj program" actually is consistent with the 
ioning! 



formation. 



1!4 
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Nevertheless, ctaimsi 1 atid 
fundamental issue that the < existing 
information, does not need 



to be 

particular supplemental content. 



obviated. 

Claims 1-3, 6-9, 14 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 



over Voytlcky in view of Yen et al 



U.S.C. 103(a) as being 



("Kenner"). Claims 15 and 45 



fwere n 

i! 

unpatentable over Voyticky. Cldir)fis.19 



il have been amended to emphasize the more 



j j 

1 1 ! 



ntextual infomiation, such as closed captioning 



ppeciffcally programmed to trigger the display of 

\ ' III 

"his elifjninates a significant cost to the cable or 
satellite operator of having to aaticipait^ a user's interest and provide relevant 
supplemental content at specific paints within a television program. The applicants 
respectfully submit, therefore, that ^e ba^is for the Section 112 rejection has been 



16, 
being 



5, 21-29, 35. and 51-5&w^re rejected uncl!er35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 



ected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
20, 4&i and 50 were rejected under 35 
U-S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable *over Voyticky in view of Nishikawa et al. 



("Nishikawa"). Claims 30 
unpatentable over Voyticky in vieii 
Claim 1 has been amende 
overcome the Section 112 



program being displayed 



and GC 



by aij 



•^Yen"!),! Claims 13 and 43 were rejected under 35 



unpatentable [lover Voyticky in view of Kenner et al. 



\\\ 



21-3Qi 36-39, 44. 46, 47. and 61 were rejected 



jyiiiticipaifed by Voyticky et al. ("Voyticky"). Claims 



0 



I > i 



jwerel 'rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being 

; ji 

of Kenner and Yen. 

: i; i 

- • 

merelyjto include the limitations of daim 10 and to 



rejechcri of dalms 10-12, As amended, claim 1 recites a 

. ii III ' 

"method for processing user queires fori supplemental content related to a television 

intefaptive television system without reouiring 



15 
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fytntextual information to be sp( 



particular supplemental content th^ methbcl comprising 



obtaining contextual 



rallvlrii programmed to triaoer the display of 



receiving a user comrfiand tp find supplemental content; 



irFomnlatlon indudlna at least one keyword from 



dosed captioning text pertajimg ti;i.|the television program being displayed at 
the time the user command received; 

sending an infonmatifeh request to a content so urce, the infomiation 
request including thg conte)d infomiation : and 



in response to the ronteh 
related to the television program 



source identtfying supplemental content 
being displayed based upon the context 



information, retrieving the aipplenipntal content from the content source for 
display by the interactive teleyisiorj system. 



As explained above, thesd Idaim^d features are advantageous because a 

I ' ! ' 1 

cable or satellite operator does nctineedito spedflcaily program context infomnation 

• i i '•W 

associated with a television progr4Ti to trigger the display of particular supplemental 

1 ! 

content. When the user presses ^ - FIND"! button or the like, the interactive television 



fndudinq such content 406 

The instant Office Actton 
based on a prior art reference. 



system sends one or more keywoi ds from dosed captioning text assodated with the 

j'l 'I 

television program being cunnentlyj displayed. The keywords are used by the content 

u \\ 

source in selecting supplemental c jntent fo retum to the interactive television system 

: i i i i 

for display. As explained in the ^:>iecifica^ionp "[bjased upon the keywords 612 from 

. ri • I 
i i 

the closed-captioning text, as described below, the content source 114 may search 
for supplemental content 406 related to the television pragram being displayed, even 
when the content source providertlid not anticipate the user's interest by specifically 



Appl3::iationl at Page 6. 

li 

not reject daim 10 (now integrated into daim 1) 
apparently relies on the Section 112 rejectton. 

I ; 

I I 

i I 



I 

dd^s I 



tat 
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i; 



However, the prior Office ActionJ raai'ed August 12. 2004. cited Feinleib in rejecting 

: I: i i ■' 

claim 10. Specifically, tfie Exanr^ijer rioied that •Feinleib teaches an interactive 



television system (fig. 1) wherein liyworjls from closed captioning data are used for 
associating a broadcast program iJrith iiiipplemental infonnatlon at specific points 



(ooL. 6, lines 22-41 Office Action jSt Pag^ &. 

Feinleib, however, ecu W not be hiore different from the claimed invention. 

H i 'i ■ • 

Firet Feinleib requires the bfoadcaster ^1 anticipate a user^s interest by specifically 
programming context Infomnation tp [trigger: the display of supplemental data, contrary 
to the claimed invention, Feinleii' disdjo^es a system for synchronizing enhanced 

content with a video program using closed captioning. A producer must initially 

: I I il 

program supplemental data to be activated when specific kev phrases of the 

' ! i'i : 

closed captioning text are encjount^'^- See Abstract, This directly teaches 
against the claimed limitation i o; 
information to trigger the display 



not j Having to specificaliy pn^gram contextual 
of particular supplemental content. In Feinleib, 
unless a broadcaster actively: creates a key phrase data file, no supplemental 



information will ever be displayed 



closed captioning text. Feinleib 

IT 

supolemental content ," as required 



j' I I 

Second, Feinleib has nothing to dp with processing user queries, contrary to 

j ' ' I 

: . I i 

the claimed invention. Feinleib jrripnitors for specific, preprogrammed phrases in the 

i ! 

does! not ^ Treceivel a user command to find 
t>y claim 1. Likewise, Feinleib does not "[sendj an 



information " as claimed. Because 



information request to a content spUrce,!tl(ie information request including the context 



Feirileib simply monitors for prepnDgrammed l^ey 



• ^ 
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'if; 



phrases, .there is no need to senk :if infoVmatioii request including closed captioning 
information to a content source. 



■ill I 



Third, Feinteib relies on tlSei 



broaiiciister's timing for displaying supplemental 



content as opposed to the usei^^lJ^ming, las daimed. The applicants background 

section discussed the problems' ^th preprogrammed triggers, which problems are 

; J.I; j I . 
equally applicable to Feinleib: . jji j j 

Fii^t like advertisements,! iqgger^ ijave Ihe tendency to distract viewers from 
the televiskin broadcast a^i'd majy.j actually annoy viewers. Second, many 
viewers would prefer to ojj^in adjditional information about a broadcast or 
access a commercial npfirirtijn[tv| at a time of t heir own choosing, not merely 
when the broadcaster has'lbhoseiii to embed a trigger . Third, triggers are 
typically not customized to ihdivldual viewers, but are broadcast to all of the 
viewers receiving a partioui^r teleWslon program. As such, many triggers are 
never activated. 

I *- 
I I 

Application at pages 3-4. Unlike 



.1 J 



V 

Ihe claimed Invention, Feinleib does not "[obtain] 

. li j I 

contextual information including alE least |one keyword from closed captioning text 
pertaining to the television program beinjgldisplayed at the time the user command Js 



,1 

•i I 



received.'" As discussed above; there is no need for a "user command" in Feinleib's 



system for monitoring closed captioning data. 

: Mi . i i 

Neither Voyticky nor any cff the j other ' crted references disclose or suggest 



using dosed captioning to enable 



user queries at any point in a television broadcast 



Accordingly, the applicants respectfuByj submit that claim 1, as amended, is 

: i i: ' i 

patentably distinct over the cited references. Claims 31 and 61 have been amended 

i'lii :i,< 

to include similar limitations and are likewise believed to be patentably distinct for at 

"< i 'ill 'i ! 

least the same reasons. All othef!f:laim;s|depend directly or indirectly from one of the 
aforementioned claims and ane ilalso believed to be allowable by virtue of that 

' . |!' ! 

dependency. j . i ; 

•j 1 

.'i 

.18 
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Claim 18 recites that the cohtextua 



of a channel being displayed, which 



s used to i 



I ; 



particular content source which relates to 



iii 



I I Mi 

information request. The instant ioffice A|ction jdoes not specifically refer to claim 18. 
although the prior Office Action|rej3cteid| clain; 18 using Feinlelb. Specifically, the 

■I 

Examiner stated that "Feinlelb discloses 



: I . 
:! ! I 



Feinleib, a user would need to knqw about this relationship between MSNBC news 



and the MSNBC website, and 



i ' jl 

associate particular television channels 



@I023 



iihforrnation further comprises an indication 
dentify a content source to receive the 



^ppying supplemental infbnmation from a 
a parlicular channel." Office Action page 9. 



However, the passage referred to by thi Examiner merely states that certain 
television charmels, such as MSNBC, news, ^have associated websites. It says 
nothing about using an Indication of a fehannfei being, currently displayed to identify 
(and therefore select) a content sc urc^ I to re sisive a n infbmiatlon request. Under 



)rowse the website to find desired 



manMally 

!' I i 

information. This Is contrary to tne single-button querying recited in the claimed 

I • :! . : 

I . ^ 'I - ' 

Invention in which the user is nort required [to know the names of websites or mentally 



v^th particular Information resources, which 



the user must then manually query to obtain desired information* 



Notice of Allowance is respectfully requested 



In view of the foregoing] tlie apalicants respectfully submit that all pending 
claims are patentably distinct oveir 



theLlted references, alone or in combination. A 



1 1 



• : I 
■I I 

•ii i 
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